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repealing the so-called anti-alien land law,
the State’s congressional delegation urged
today inh a bipartisan, joint statement.

All legally admitted immigrants are en=
titled to be free to purchase land Senators
WARREN (. MacNuUsoN and HeNny M, JACK-
soN, Congresswoman CATHERINE May, and
Congressmen DoN MacNUSON, THOMAS PELLY,
Taor C. TOLLEFSON, JacK WESTLAND, and
‘Warr HoraN declared.

They pointed out that the 1959 Wash-
ington Legislature had unanimously voted
to place the constitutional amendment be-
fore the people. .o )

In their joint statement, lawmakers sald:
“We feel that the resident Japanese aliens
who contributed so much to the develop-
ment of our State and of our country, and
whose native-born American citizen sons
fought so courageously in both the Euro-
pean and the Pacific Theaters of World War
II in spite of bigotry and persecution, were
not only treated unfairly by this law which
will be repealed by an afiirmative vote, but
they also earned the right to dignity and
decency.”

- Washington's representatives In the Sen-
ate and the House sald they ‘“urge the re-
peal of this antiquated statute that can no
longer be used against those against whom
it was directed because of corrective national
leglislation on the subject.” )

Their statement concluded: “for fair play,
for equallty, for justice, as Americans ‘and
citizens of the State of Washington, jolnn us
in voting ‘yes’ on Senate Joint Resolution
4 on November 8.”

AUTHORIZATIONS FOR SELECT
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS
TO SUBMIT REPORTS SUBSE-
QUENT TO ADJOURNMENT

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Senator from Minnesota
[Mr. HumpHREY], chairman of the Sub-
committee on Retailing, Distribution, and
Fair Trade Practices, I ask unhanimous
consent that the Select Committee on
Small Business be authorized, during the
adjournment of the 2d session of the
86th Congress, to file with the Secretary
of the Senate a report entitled “Dual Dis=
tribution in the Automotive Tire Indus-
try,” and that the report be printed
along with any individual, supplemental
or minority views. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr, President, on
behsalf of the Senator from Florida [Mr,
SmaTHERS], chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on Government Procurement, I ask
unanimous consent that the Select Com-
mittee on Small Business be authorized,
during the adjournment of the 2d ses-
sion of the 86th Congress, to file with
the Secretary of the Senate a report
entitled “Government Procurement,
1960,” and that the report be printed
glong with any individual, supplemental,
or minority views.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

NATIONAL EMPLOY THE PHYSICAL-
" LY HANDICAPPED WEEK—PAUL
STRACHEN

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, yes~
terday the Post Office Department issued
a stamp commemorating the National
Employ the Physically Handicapped
Week, I am delighted to see the Post
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Office Department take this action giv-
ing recognition to the program of em-=
ployment of the physically handicapped,
and the dedication of a week each year
to that program. I take special pride in
it because I was the author of the reso-
lution that established the National Em=
ploy the Handicapped Week, and it has
been continued in good fashion since.

At the time the resolution was agreed
to, a man in Washington, who was him-
self physically handicapped, headed an
organization that worked very hard for
the physically handicapped. He was on
the brink of death at one time, and it
was believed that he would never be able
to survive. However, he pulled through.
Many Senators and Representatives will
recall the man to whom I refer. Ie is
Paul Strachen.

Paul has left Washington and is now
living in Florida. I believe no one had
more to do with initiating, working for,
pushing through, and bringing to final
fruition the movement to show some
interest in the employment of physically
handicapped persons than did Paul
Strachen. I believe it is only fitting that
on the occasion that this commemora~
tive stamp is issued we should remem-
ber the very fine, efficient and effective
work that was done by Paul Strachen.
He deserves a great deal of credit for
what has been accomplished over the
years.

A great deal has been accomplished.
Physically handicapped people who in
former days would not have bheen
thought of in connection with gainful
employment have been employed by the
thousands throughout the country. We
owe a great deal to Paul Strachen. 1
wish to take this opportunity to pay
tribute to him.

I thank the Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield? .

Mr. DODD. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum, with
the proviso that the Senator from Con-
necticut will not lose the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered. The clerk
will eall the roill. .

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll. .

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Without
.objection, it is so ordered.

ENFORCEMENT OF THE BILATERAL
AIR AGREEMENTS-—STATEMENT
BY SENATOR MAGNUSON

Mr., MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the body of the Recorp g statement I
sent today to the State Department and
to the Civil Aeronautics Board.

There being no objection, the state=-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MAGNUSON -

I want to commend the Department of
State and the CAB for taking what I under=
stand to be a step recommended by the
Senate Committee on Interstate and Forelgn
Commerce in its report on International Air
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on the executive branch to enforce the bi
lateral air agreements. It has taken a long
time and the actlon is long overdue but we
are glad to see that some action 1s finally
being taken. : '

I have reference to the report in the Avia-
tion Dally for August 29, 1960, which indi-
cates that the United States has initlated
capacity consultations with the Scandi-
navian governments. The purpose of these
talks will be to review the operations of the
Scandinavian airlines to and from the
United States to see whether they conform
to what 1s justified in the international air
agreements.

Unless prompt, vigorous, and effective ac~
tion 1s taken by our Government, our air=-
lines will be driven from the skies.

‘We do not threaten the legitimate opera-
tlions of foreign airlines, There is enough
trafiic for all—if each operates in conformity
with its solemn international air agreements.
But when a few operate in excess of what
is authorized—they threaten the livelihood
of our airmen and the continued efticlency
of our national flag lines.

Since the Interstate and Foreign Coms-
merce Committee urged that the State De-
partment and the CAB enforce the agree-
ments more than 4 years ago, we wish them
success on this precedent-making occasion,
when for the first time in our aviation his-
tory, our Government has initiated capacity
negotiations,

[From Aviation Dally, Aug. 29, 1960]

Limirs UrRGED ON SAS TRAFFIC TO
UNITED STATES

American-flag carriers are urging that the
U.S. delegation to the upcoming Scéndina-
vian bilateral talks adopt specific limitations
on. trafiic which SAS will be allowed to carry
out of New York and Los Angeles, ATA
President 8. G. Tipton has told the CAB that
U.S. negotiators should realize that “there is
no possibility of getting the Scandinavians
to agree to anything.”

Tipton, who told the CAB that he spoke
Tor all U.S. carrlers except Ponagra, sald, “No
matter how politely and carefully, in the last
analysis the Scandinavians are probably go-
ing to have to be told what changes they
must make in thelr scheduling policy. Un-~
less the U.S, team goes to Copenhagen in this
frame of mind, the whole consultation will
not only be futile but 1t will be seriously
damaging to the posture of the U.S, in other
capacity consultations which must inevite
ably follow in the near future.”

This 1s the first indication that the SAS

+ negotiations are the first of a serles to be

held with foreign governments on capacity
restriction. Some clue as to who the other
alrlines are is contained in an ATA table of
“Fifth freedom operators.” *“Bermuda-type”
operators says ATA, are those that carry
mostly thelr own nationals or U.S, citizens
traveling to or fromn the foreign flag carrier’s
own country.

ATA 1ists the transatlantic airlines, to-
gether with the percentage of legitimate
“Bermuda-~type” traffic carrieds, as “TWA, 95
percent; PAA, 93 percent; Lufthansa, 76 per=
cent; Irish, 78 percent; BOAC, 72 percent;
Alr France, 62 percent; Swissair, 50 percent;
Alitalla, 47 percent; SAS, 47 percent; Sabena,
83 percent; KLM,, 31 percent.” Comment-
ing on these figures, ATA says "“the SAS ca-
pacity is not primarily tailored to fit the
traflc flow between the United States and

" the three Scandinavian countries.””

The United States should require SAS to
cut its on-season schedules in half and its
off-season. schedules by two-thirds, Tipton
says. The recommended U.B. position as-
sumes that SAS will retain 50 percent of the
total air trafiic between the U.8. and Scandi-
navia. “This 18 generous because it means
that the U.S. flag carrier will carry substan=
tially less than 50 percent—thie balance go-
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" +In ‘addftion, the United, States should glve
SAS credlt for “bona fide-stopovers as being
equal to 10 percent of their third and fourth
freedom fraffic, This generous allowance re~
sults in a figure 24 percent greater ttian the
number of SAS 72-Hour stopovers,” SAS
should also be allowed 30 percent of its total
traffic. for intermediate and fransiting fifth
freedom “passengers, says the ATA, “even
though “such traffic of the U.S.-flag nirlines
on compirable transatlantic sectors probably
complises less than 5 percent of their total.’”

. This proposed SAS limitation, says Tipton,
“is not intended to suggest that either 70
or 90 percent is the correct figure for world-
‘wide application. There is no such magic
figure. We only say that these figures are
ressonable for the sectors under discussion
here.” Tipton also points out that “it is
extremely important to recognize the marked
seasonal peaks and valleys of the transe
Atlantic market, i.e, to have one sef of fig~
ures and conclusions for the . on season
nhd another for the off season.” .

The importance of the United States-
Beandinavian talks is. emphasized by Tip-
ton, “From the airline gtandpoint, this is
the first capacity consultation undertaken
‘by our Government; the degree to which it
1s successful s certaln to influence the at-
tltude of our Government officials toward
the similar consultations which must be held
in the near future with the other countries
which are also mejor violators of the Ber-
muda capacity principles,” he toldd CAB
Chairman Whitney Gillilland last week.

“It must be recognized that the Scan-
dinaviang will use every instrument of prop-
aganda and political resistance at their com-
mand. As in the case of Dutch propaganda,
the Scandinavians are trying to strengthen
thejr position by claiming publicly that the
U.S.-flag airlines are seeking to drive them
off the Aflantic. We trust that the officials
.of our Government at all levels are convinced
that the opposite is true. Our carriers are
not opposing the right of the Scandinavians
1o compete on equal terms for the trafic be-
tween the United States and Scandinavia,
-, “It is the Scandinavians and other fifth
freedom operators with low wage costs who
would be pleased to drive the high-wage cost
U.8.-flag operators off the lnternational air
Toutes—or at least to bring about such a
heavy burden of subsidy on the American
taxpayers as to weaken U.S.-flag efforts,
-Btill worse, their continued assertion of their
demand to operate untrammeled by the Ber-
Tauda capaclty provisions simply puts the

U.8. Government in the position of knowing- -

ly violating 1ts obligations to its other bi-
lateral partners who have & primary entitle~
‘ment, with the United States, to the traffic
between the United States and these other
countries.” : . =

FREEDOM COMMISSION

", The Senate resumed the considers-
ion of the bill (S. 1689) to create the
Freedom Commission for the develop-
ment of the science of counteraction to
the world Communist conspiracy for the
training and development of leaders in a
total political war, ) .

Mr. DODD, Mr, President, on last
Friday I called the attontion of the Sen-

‘ate to the Freedom Commission bill

which we are now considering, S. 1689,
&L gxpressed the hope then that, despite
sthe_brief time which remains to wus, it
“would be possible to bring the measure to
Zhe figor for consideration, . . . . = .
. I said I was confident that If the bill
could be brought to a vote it would re-

- celve & great deal of support in the Sen-
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ate, ' I jolned my colleague the distin-
guished Senator from South Dakota [Mr.
Munpt] In the belief that once the Sen-
ate had acted on the measure the House
would promptly take parallel action.

It is encouraging that the majority
leader, who is confronted with so many
competing demands from so many sides,
has nevertheless decided to bring the
Freedom Commission bill before the Sen-
ate today. His action in doing so is g
tribute to his vision and to the bipartisan
spirit which he has always manifested on
basic issues of foreign policy.

The Freedom Commission bill seeks to
rectify what many of us consider to be
the gravest deficiency in our national de-
fense.

There are some who say that if we
wish to be secure we must be prepared
to spend more for defense purposes—and
I agree with this view.

There are others who say that if we
are to react intelligently to the Com-
munist menace we must improve our
policy-planning machinery—and I agree
with that view.

And there are still others who say that

if we wish to compete with our Com--

munist opponents for the minds of men
we must improve our society and grant
the full measure of liberty to all Ameri-
cans—and I agree. I am in most hearty
agreement with all these views.

However, Mr. President, we could do
all of these things and still lose the cold
war—If we fail to recognize the total na-
ture of the cold war, if we continue to
fight it as amateurs against professionals,
if we fail to give the representatives of
the free world the same kind of intensive,
broad spectrum training which the
‘Kremlin provides for its adherents in
every part of the world where it is still
seeking to obtain power.

‘When I addressed the Senate last Fri-
day I referred to the successes the Com-
munists have had in such countries as
Cuba, Iraq, Japan, and Guinea, and I
pointed out that in every case these suc-
cesses could be traced back principally
to two things,

First of all, the Communists have
learned the art of total warfare. They
have learned how to combine the po-
litical, the economic, the psychological,
the organizational, and the cultural into
a single, integrated strategy of conflict.

- Second, the Communists maintain
scores of specialized tralning establish-

| ments, where they teach the art of total

political warfare to revolutionary re-

¢ cruits from all parts of the world.

So long as the Communists have this
advantage in strategic understanding,
in training; and in organization, the free
world will be helpless against them.

We could make no more fatal mistake
than to underestimate the power of a
single Communist professional, schooled
in the tactics and strategy of subvsrsion,

Among the several thousand men

- whom Castro had with him in the moun-

tains, no more than several score, prob-
ably less than a score, were Moscow-
trained Communists. But that handful
of trained men were able to subvert a
Dopular revolution and to give the Krem-~
lin effective control in Cuba today.
American missionaries returning from
‘the Congo were agreed that, the violence

S
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which broke out throughout that country
immediately independence was declared
was too well organized and too well syn-
chronized to have been accidental or
spontaneous. No precise arithmetical
estimate may ever be available to us.
However, I am convinced that in a coun-
try like the Congo, 50 trained agitators,
distributed at key posts, would be quite
capable of turning over the entire coun-
try to rape, mayhem, and chaos.

In his remarks before the Veterans of
Foreign Wars in Detroit last Pebruary 22,
Mr. Allen W. Dulles, Director of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, made some pro-
found observations. I shall quote 8 few
paragraphs:

Maybe many people in this country will
be taught a new lesson in communism be-
cause Khrushchev, right at our doorstep, is
applying his methods and techniques. He:
is perverting a revolutionary movement
which initially had the support of some
estimable people but which now is in the
throes of a Communist takeover. Cuba ig
not the only country, though it is the one
nearest to us, where such a process is under~
way.

Are we alerted fully to this kind of danger,
and are we prepared to do all that we can
to see that this development does not occur
in a dozen or more countries elsewhere in
the world?

This, today, is the major element of the
Sovlet scheme for world domination. We
must understand it. We must analyze it,
and through a well coordinated program of
education and of action, protect ourselves
against it.

Mr. President, in my judsment, the
free world does not lack dedication. Of
this T am utterly convinced. Neverthe-
less, so long as we have not developed
the science of counteraction to the Com-
munist conspiracy, so long as we do hot

“have cold war professionals who have

received- intensive training in this sci-
ence, just so long shall we remain help-
less to cope with situations like those
which exist in Cuba and the Congo.

The purpose of the Freedom Academy,
under the Freedom Commission, is to
fill, or attempt to fill, this gap in our
defenses. By bringing together under
one roof the best brains we have in our
country for this purpose we shall be
creating the kind of research facilities
which have made possible our nuclear
development program and our space ex-
ploration. In those fields we brought
together the best talent avallable and
put them to work, we provided them
with facilities and equipment with which
to work, and they have been and are
producing results that could never have
been achieved without a concentration
of brains and effort.

At the same time as they engaged in
the basic task of research, the Freedom
Academy people would impart their
knowledge and understanding to Amer-
icans and to the nationals of other free
countries who come to the Academy for
special training,

Mr. President, think how important
that can be.

We must never permit ourselves to
become fatalists about Communist prog-
ress. If we ever become fatalists about
Communist progress, we shall be lost.
The Communists can be defeated. As I
said on Friday, it is not enough to out-
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g&hem or' ouﬁspend them We must
outthink them and outmaheuver them,
and this can be done with brains. It can
only be done on the Intellectual level,
and at no other leyel, ' Ii my udgment
only in that way will the struggle agamst
commimism ever be brought to a suc-
cessful conclysion,

Day after day, in this body and in the
House, men and women of high intention
have been saying That this is'a strugele
for the hearts and minds of men. In-
deed, it is. But while we have talked in
these terms, what have we actually done
to win the hearts and minds of men?
T do not suggest that the Freedom

 Academy would be a cure-all. I offer it
as ong suggestion, made by the distin-

' guished Senator from South Dakota
{Mr. Munpz] and the distinguished Sen-
gtor from Illinois TMr, Dovcrasl. They

. have proposed a plan which is positive,
something which should be tried. If this
is & battle for the hearts and minds of
{nen, 1et us get into the battle on that
evel

Let us start thinking, and lef us gef’

our best minds thinking. Let us place
fhem in touch with each other, Tet us
provide them with a reposﬂ:ory “of the
_thinking of Tree people all over the world.
Tet them exchange ideas and expose
themselves_to the thinking of others.
Let them analyze this knowledge, put the
bits and pieces together, and come up
with 8 carefully thought-out plan of
tourntteraction to the Communist con-
spiracy

"Already many battles have been won

against the Communists. ‘I think we are
Inclined to overlook thet fact, YLet us
remember the experience of the people in
" the labor unions of the Nation. The
great trade unions and great labor umons
~have met thé threat of communism
head on in their own organizations. In
instance after instance, labor has over-
come communism. I cite that as a first-
class example of the posmon that the
battle against communism can be won.
It has been done, It has been done by
means of brains, organization, and dedi-
_ cation,
*  The leaders of the American labor
movement did not outspend the Commu-
nists, Certainly they did not outgun
them. Byt they outthought thém and
outfought them. Today, the mﬁuence of
communisin in the labor unions is so
small as to amount to very little.

Mr, President, that is the kind of ef-
fort we are talkmg about That is the
kind of task in which we suggest a Free-
dom Institute can help so much.

Mr. MUNDT,  Mr. President, will the
Benator yield?

“Mr., DODD. "I am happy to yield to

the distinguished Senator from South

Dakota, Who is a coauthor of the bill,
.%}d who has done so tuch to bring this
: ore the Senate

UNDT I thank the Senator
from Conr;ecticut T asked him to yield
50 that I might substantiate what he has

said in his words of commendatlon con~’

cernifiz what has been done in the Amer-
lcan labor union movement to rid ifs
“vuhks of any tinge of communism.

"I point out that one of the early advo-
‘cates of the Freedom Aca&emy, about

- No. 148—-11

"ricg in the chair).

which we are now speaking, and one of
the great crusaders for such legislation,
is Mr, Arthur G. McDowell, a prominent
labor union official in the United States,
who, in addition to holding a responsible
position in the trade union movement,
has been made secretary of the Coun-
¢l Against Cominunist Aggression,
“Arthur McDowell has been a real tower
of strength in pushing the proposed leg-
iglation to the point where it is today,
and where it appears we shall have an
opportunity to vote upon it.
Even though there remain only &
ew days—or perhaps only 1 day—in
which the House can teke action, I am
confident that as a result of the type of
support that has been generated from
all over the Nation, in insisting that this
Congress do something effective in this
area, it will be possible for the Congress
to act expeditiously, so this measure can

. be enacted into law at this session of

Clongress.

Mr. DODD. I fhank the Senator from

South Dakota. I know of none who have
done more or who are more intelligent
in their attitude to the menace of com-
munism than are our labor or ganiza-
tions. In my opinion, they have been far
ahead of any other segment of our society
on this score. The Senator from South
Dakota is quite correct in what he says
gbout Mr. McDowell; and I think we
eduld easily name 100 or 200 other labor
leaders who have been outstanding in

“this regard.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio.. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Connecticut yield
to me?

" The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, BUR~
Does the Senator
from Connecticut yield to the Senator
from Ohio?

‘Mr.DODD. Iam glad to yield.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Let me say to
the dxstmgmshed Senator from Connec-
ticut, who is my personal friend, that I
am puzzled about two aspects of the bill.

Upon reading the report, I note that
the bill proposes the creation of a Free-
cdom Commission which would establish
& Freedom Academy, which would have
the responsibility for training Ameri-
cans, and selecting foreign students and
training them, also, to better understand
the nature of the international Commu-
nist conspiracy and to develop effective
methods of combating it.

And the bill includes various provi-
sions in regard to how the Commission
and the Academy would function.

In the report it is stated that the De~
partment of Justice is wholly in accord
with the view that it is most desirable
to develop throughout the world greater
awareness of the operations of Commu-
nism and the methods of combating it.

But there are two aspects of this pro-
posal that are puzzling to me. First I
shall state them, and then X shall ask
the Senator from Connecticut to com-

- ment on them.

First of all, I wonder how it is that
this proposal was noft handled by the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee, in-
stead of by the Judiciary Committee.

Th addifion, I note that the report
states that The Department 6f Justice is

17071
unable to recommend enactment of this
bill, In short, to be blunt about the mat-
ter, it would seem that the Department
of Justice is opposed to the bill.

So I should like to have the Senator
state his views on both of those points.

Mr. DODD, Let me take them up one
at a time, if I may.

Mr, YOUNG of Ohio. Certainly,

Mr; DODD. As to the jurisdictional
question, I do not know the complete
answer, I understand that the Parlia-
niéntarian—or . someone other than
Senators, at any rate—handles the ref-
erence of measures to the Senate com-
mittees. The Freedom Commission bill
was referred to the Judiciary Committee
in April 1959.

We held hearings for 3 days, and
heard approximately 20 or 30 wit-
nesses—rather distinguished witnesses,
I think it fair to say. All of them fa-
vored the proposal. No one appeared
in opposition to it.

So with respect to the jurisdictional
question, I can only say that the bill
was referred to the Judiciary Commit-
tee—and properly so, I suppose, because
this subject concerns the Judiciary
Committee. As a matter of fact, I think
it will eoncern many other Senate com-
mittes. Certainly, it will concern the
Foreign Relations Committes. I sup-
pose it will concern the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare, and also the
Appropriations Committee, and perhaps
others. Any undertaking of this kind
will inevitably involve several of our
committees, and I think it is good that
this is so.

Originally, it was proposed that a
joint committee be established, and that
it, in turn, supervise the establishment
and functioning of the proposed
Academy.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr, President, will
the Senator from Connecticut yield?

Mr. DODD." 1 yield. e K

Mr. MAGNUSON. Just now I was
discussing the bill with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. FuLsricHT]. Leb
me ask whether printed copies of the
hearings are available. .

Mr. DODD. Yes. I believe they have
been distributed.

Mr. MAGNUSON. There is none on
our desks.

Mr. DODD. I am a,fraid I do not
know what the machinery for their dis-
tribution is.

Mr. President, in my answer to the
question asked by the distinguished
Senator from Ohio in regard to the mat-
ter of jurisdiction, I mentioned the For-
eign Relations Committee and also the
Committee on Labor and Public Wel-
fare, Obviously, I should also mention
the Committee on Government Opera-
tions. My understanding is that the
Foreign Relations Committee probably
would also have a great deal to say about
the operations of the Commission and
the Academy, once they becane opera-
tional. I assume, also, that the Foreign
Relations Committee would wish to make
recommendations; and I assume that
after the operations got underway, it
would make suggestions for their im-
provement.
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That is about all I can say m regard

to _the question of jurisdiction,

-I am not_an expert on the subject of
_committee ‘jurisdiction, and I do not
-know the precise answer. But I do know

~~ ‘that this proposal seems to be a good
.one, I _have no personal pride in the
meagure, for, unfortunately, I am not

“efther the author or a coauthor of this .

proposal. It was authored by others.
It was brought to my attention only be-

e S “eause of my membership of the commit-

ee, . I believe the Senate rules were not

“violated when the measure was referred
- for consideration to the Judiciary Com-

5 jmlttee
.- ..Mr. YOUNG of Ohip. As I read the
, blll and the report, I judged that the
- proposal deals completely and _exten-
sively with the foreign relatxons of our

o ~country. So I wondered why the meas-.

. .{ife was.not handled by the Foreign Re-
« Tations Committee, I thank the Senator
for answering me on that pomt Evi-
“dently we are all somewhat puzzled that
%t should be handled by other commit-
. tees,
“Mr. DODD, I do not agree it deals ex-
: clusively with matters within the juris-
diction of that committee. I think we
“have much to do to educate our people
on this issue, and in a sense, I ‘suppose,
~ ’all these matters are forelgn relations
i matters.. So _much of what we do is 0.
We do not live by ourselves at all.
- Mr. FULBRIGHT. I the Senator will
. ¥ield, I would like to say for the RECORrD
that I believe the bill should have gone to
% the Forelgn Relations Committee, It is
L pﬁma.rily, I believe, intended to affect
.7 our Torelgn relations. I think the De-
. partment of State should be permitted to
e testify upon it.
‘Would the Senator from Connecticut
tell me whether or not the Department
- .-of State appeared in connection with
i 'l;his bill and expressed its support; of it?
<2 hEe . Mr, DODD. I do not see any record
N Of the Department of State as such. I
:-do recall the names that appear in the
-~ Hst of the contents in_the hegrings are
. ‘those of men who are well informed on
-.the subject. But I do not see anyone
- -gppecifically representing the State De-
partment listed.
:Mr. FULBRIGHT, Tt _seems. to me,
under the Standing Rules of the Senate,
i »wwhich provide, among other thmgs that
+- - Trelations of the United States with for-
s ,eign' nations genera]]y are w1th1n the
%4 i durisdiction of the Fmey;n Relations
LS Comimittee, that this bill is primarily in
- that field. ]
grant there are many bllls whlch af-
fe 't various establishments of | our actiy-
‘ities and are not exclusively in one or

E

+

prineiples Which apply to this’ questlon,
‘that the one which predominates has
juusdlctlon and I believe this bill should
0 to the Forelgn Relations Comrmttee,
ere T certainly would propose that
he Department of State and the De-
. “paftment of Justice would both be called
BEANY the experts in the executive depalt-
cotoment o testlfy ‘upon the merits of thxs
‘o measube. T

LMY own attentlon was brought to this
o pill only in the last day or two. It may be
Fg very good b111 but I thmk my duty as

»

another field; but I think, on the general |
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qha.irma,n or that committee impels me
to-suggest to the Senate that the bill be

_ sent to that committee for its considera~

tion.
Mr, DODD, I.am sorry the Senator

feels that way. I understand his con-
I wish this questlon ha,d been

cern.
raised a year ago It would have saved
us a great deal of time. We hea,rd 20 or

30 witnesses, I do not think it was a,

secret matter on which ,the‘Judicia‘ry
Committee was conducting the hearings.
I do not know of anyone on the commit-
tee who wanted to have it that way. I
do not think there is any proprietary
attitude in the committee itself. on the
subject.

_ Because the bill, was referred to our
committee, we did the best we could, I
do not say we did all we could. It
_seems to me the public notice ‘of the fact

that the subject was up for consideration

gave ample opportunity, insofar as any
committee can give it, for others to ap-
pear and to raise the question of juris-
diction, if they felt it should be raised.

I am» not one who is a stickler for
technicahtles, either here or in other
places. If this is a good bill, if this is
something this country needs, if it ought
to_be done, if it is a wise proposal, or
seems to be such to the Members of the
Senate, if it can contribute to a better
understandmg of the struggle we are in,

of what great moment is it that the bill

was sent to the Judiciary Committee in-
stead of to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare, or the Commititee on
Government Operations, or the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations?

Is not the really important thing that
we should get on with the business and
get it started and get it underway? Then

several other great committees of the

Senate can bring all their interest to
bear upon the program. They can keep
an eye on it and they can have much to
say about what is done. That seems to
me to be the most important point. I

-hope at this time we shall not be faced

with a delay, which will necessarily re-
sult from referring this bill to another
great committee of the Senate.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. DODD. I yield.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. I hope my dis-
tinguished colleague and friend does not
think I am resorting to a technicality.

Mr. DODD. Oh, no.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. But the fact is
that I have been trying to obtain a copy
of the hearings. I have a copy of the
bill. -I have a copy of the report. How-
£ver, I have not as yet, after efforts late
this afternoon and early evening, secured
& copy of the hearings,

If the Senator from Connecticut has
8 copy of the hearings, may I ask
whether a representative from the De-

“partment of Justice testified before the

committee as I observe from the report?
This statement carries great weight with
me, I may say to the Senator from
Connecticut. It states:

' Accordingly, the Department of Justice is

- una.ble to recommend enactment of this blll

I construe thai statement 'to mean
that, in Treality, the Deparfment of
Justlce is opposed to the enactment of
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the bﬂl May 1 ask the Senator s vﬁmvs
on that subject?

Mr. DODD. Yes: I shall be happy to
The commlttee wrote the De-
partment of Ju_stice. asking if it would
like to present its views.. The reply we
Ass1stant Attorney General, Mr. Walsh,
and that letier is contained in the hear-
ings.

I am very disfressed that the Senator
does not have a copy of the hearings, I
do not want to plead ignorance all- the
time, but I am not familiar enough with

_the machinery here to understand why
_he does not have a copy of the hearings.

I assumed a copy of the bill, report, and
hearings would be on every Senator’s
desk. I should be glad to give the Sen-
ator the copy of the hearings which I

“have with me for his attention and study

right now.

The Department of Justice wrote a
letter, over the signature of the Deputy
Attorney General, making the point, as
I understand the letter, that the services
1o be provided by the Freedom Commis-
sion and Freedom Academy were already
available. That seems to be the prin-
cipal strongpoint of the letter to the
committee—namely, we already have it,
and therefore we do not need a duplicate
facility.
 The best answer I can give to that is
to quote very brxefly from the test1mony

“of Mr. €, D. Jackson, whose name is cer-

tainly known to all of us. He was a
‘White House adviser on intelligence mat-
ters. He is thoroughly experienced in
the whole business of psychological war-
fare and our efforts to overcome and to
successfully resist the menace of com-
muniism. I quote from his testimony
before the commitiee.

Now, Mr. Chairman, 1f I -may repeat and
paraphrase, I am sure that there is a gen-
eral impression that adeguate instruction
places exist where this art or thls profes-
sion can be studied.

I will say to my friend from Ohio that,
of course, he was referring to the bill
under consideration. Mr. C. D. Jackson
went on:

Actually, sir, there Is no existing place
where the whole problem is pulled together
and taught in concentrated form and not
in bits and in pieces. That is why I think
this is a good idea.

He added another sentence:

It is only by uniting the study and teach-
ing of these elecments in one place and
one time that the challenge can be fully
comprehended and adequate responses gene
erated.

That is the best answer, I think, to
those who contend that the facilities are
already available. I think there are sev-
eral places where one can learn some
phase of the matter, but I do not know
of a place where it can be learned whole.
Mr. Jackson is an expert, and he ought
to know better than I.

As the Senator from Ohio knows, the
committee in its report made a state~
ment, after hearing all of the witnesses
and reviewing the matter not summarily
or hastily:

+No concentirated, systematic effort is be=
ing made to develop an Integrated, opera=
tional sclence for our side which wlll meet
the entire Soviet attack




£
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,«*‘ghe report goes on to explain at
greater length,

"I think It is sensible to say that we
do.not have a place where g1l this infor-

‘mation is gathered together and where
this kind of sexvice, this kind of facility,
cdn ‘be made ayailable, not only to our
" ownl beople in Government and in pri-
vate life, but also to nationals of free
coutitries who wish to learn how to resist
comymunism more effectively.

"That is my answer to the guestion
raised by the Deputy Attorney General.
*-1 wish tg conclude very briefly. I
think the bill is eminently sensible.
That is the first point I wish to make.

" -For many years all of us have heard
that people have been saying: “We will
never beat the Russians by scolding
them, by arguing with them, and by
calling them names”—which is all true—
“we have to beat them on the intellectual
plane.”
~ * As they generally put it, “We have to
win this fight for the minds of men and
Yor the hearts of men.” -

‘We have been saying all this—but this
is the first time I have seen any con-
crete suggestion for implementing it,
Thaf is all this is. It is an effort to
Start using our intellects, .
- The second point I wish to make is
that this program is urgent. Last weeck
I tried to spell out why I thought it was
urgent. I pointed out that our oppo-
nents in this strugele have been working
at it for 40 years. They have all kinds
-of institutes throughout their empire.
We have not one of this kind.

The third point. is somewhat related
to the second point, In my judgment,

~the time is desperately short. We have
very litie time, | o

For these three reasons it seems to me
the bill merits favorable consideration
by the Senate. .

I canthink of no more edifying way
in which the Senate might conclude its

. affalrs this year than by unanimous bi-
partisan action to establish the Free-
dom Academy, with both sides saying,
“Let us try this, anyway. Let us get at
the business of developing s scientific
strateegy to win this fight.”

This is not a Republican measure. It
Is not a Democratic measure. It is a
bipartisan measure, Those who urge it
hpon the Senate have never said—and
I ceitainly have never said—it is the

~best or only plan which can be sug-
gested, It is a plan—and one which
ought to be tried if we are ever to win
this fight. . .

I hope the bill will receive the favor-
able consideration of the Senate, If it
does, I think there is still time to take
1t to our colleagues in the other body.
If they will take the time to study it
and to look at it, they, too, will agree
that this ought to be done. .

This plan should be tried. What can
be lost by trying? What great setback
will this Nation suffer if it sets up the
Commission, and if the Commissiners try
to set.up, and do set up, an institute or
academy in which communism and the
counteraction to communism can be
studied? e e e

The dollars would be minuscule com-
pared to whe}t,we,gre spending to outbuy

W, v e A
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and outeun the Communists.. Certainly -

there should not be any great feeling of
regret about it.

All I plead for is a chance, for once, to
do something positive, something direct,
something affirmative, something to win
the minds of men that we talk about so
much, something to win the hearts of
men that we talk about so much.

I hope the bill will be favorably con-

sidered. .

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield for a further ques-
tion? R

Mr. DODD. Iyield.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. President,
in regard to the Senator’s statement
that the bill will be sent to the House if
it passes the Senate, two thoughts oc-
cur to me, about which I wish to ask my
distinguished friend questions.

The statement is made, “Accordingly,
the Department of Justice is unable to
recommend enactment of this bill”
That, to me, implies the Department of
Justice of this administration is in real-
ity opposed to the passage of the bill.

We are now in the closing moments of
this session, which was supposed to be a
“clean-up and get-out” session of Con-
gress. We are, in a way, hoping that this
is the night before the final night of this
session. We are marking time, waiting,
and hoping that a conference report will
come in on the supplemental approprig-
tion bill.

What basis is there for a belief, even
if the bill were to pass the Senate and
were to be passed in the House, that the
President would sign it? The President
has, in faet, vetoed so many bills that
sometimes one thinks he takes a foun-
tain pen with him on the golf course and
vetoes bills between rounds of golf,
What assurance is there to believe that
the President would not veto this bill,
particularly in view of the fact that the
bill provides for the appointment of six
members of a commission? ’

I was somewhat surprised to note, the
provisions of the bill. I must say in all
frankness to the Senator from Connecti~
cut that I had not read the bill until late
today. I thought this might be an hon-
orary commission, with patriotic Amer-

icans contributing a large part of their .

time. Lo and behold, in reading the bill
I learned the members of the Commis-
sion will be appointed for 6 years, for 4
years, and for 2 years, respectively, and
after that for 6-year terms. Each mem-
ber of the Commission is to receive
$20,000 per annum. :

To a fellow like me, that seems like 3
great deal of money. In addition, the
bill provides for expenditures by the
commission.

I notice the chairman is to receive
820,500 per annum, and the other mem-
bers are to receive $20,000 per annum.

There is an academy to be constructed
and located.

Some other people would be employed;
students, of course, would be employed
and paid; and some other personnel are
brovided. I shall not take the time to
cover compensation fully, but I noticed
that $50 a day is set forth as compen-
sation. Those points lead me to believe

that, probably the bill, particularly in

SRR SRS R
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view of the opposition of the Department

of Justice and the expenditures involved,

would face a veto by the President, even

if we should pass it tonight and if the
"House of Representatives should also
pass it in the closing hours of the seg-
sion without amendment.

What basis is there for a confrary
belief?

Mr. DODD. I am happy to try to re=
spond. First, I do not know how anyone
can every say with cerfainty that the
House will do this or do that. When I
said that I thought the House would pass
the measure, I made that statement be-
cause I believe in the measure. I think
it would be good for the country. Be-
cause I believe that it would be good for
the eountry, I must therefore believe
that the House would pass it, if it has
an opportunity to do so, and if it under-
stands the measure.

With respect to a possible presidential
veto, I assure my friesnd from Ohio that
I am the least knowing of men in this
body about such matters. I do not know
what the President’s mind is in respect
to this measure; but if I were to make a
guess, my guess would be that he would
probably sign the measure.

The Senator may wish to know why 1
would make such a guess. Largely be-
cause of Mr. C. D. Jackson, who has
been the President’s close adviser., .For
2 years he was special assistant to the
President, and advised him on a subject
very close to this proposal. He was a
special assistant on cold war planning.

I do not know what the President
would do. Anyway, I might add, we
ought not to be concerned about vetoes.

I think this is a proper matter for
consideration when we have legislation
under discussion. However, when we
are considering something that we be-
lieve to be right and good for the coun-
try, it seems to me it is our duty to pass
the bill. We do not know the Presie
dent’s attitude, since he has not ex-
pressed it, nor has he expressed opposi=
tion. If the President sees fit to veto
it, such action is within his power and
broper jurisdiction. But I think it is as
reasonable to assume that he will sign
the bill as it is to assume that he will
veto the measure,

With respect to the subject of sal-
aries and expenses, let me say to my
good friend, whom I respect and like so
much, that I do not care if the Senator
wishes to change the salary to $10,000
or to $15,000, or to raise it to $30,000,
In the battle in which we are engaged,
in which many billions of dollars are
being spent every year, it seems to me
to be a small question whether members
of the Commission should be paid
$20,000 or $25,000. I do not believe that
that is an important point.

If the men chosen to serve on the
Commission are qualified and can do the
work, I should like to see them ade-
quately reimbursed. If the Senator be-
lieves that $20,000 is too much compen-
sation for a member of this important
Commission, then I certainly shall nog
rise and say that it is outrageous.
Twenty thousand dollars is a great deal
of money to me, too.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohfo. Mr. President,
the Senator from Connecticut knows ‘
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that I have on a number of occasions

' yoted to override President Eisenhower’s

. vetoes of heeded legislation which we

*had passed. I would nof hesitate to do

‘g0 again. But I raise that question be-

“edse of the expense invélved, and prin-

cipally because of the expressed oppo-

-gition of the Department of Justice in
“this administration.

<" Mr. DODD. I understand my friend’s

- gittitude. I do not want him to think

7 "T'am being harsh, becatise I do not in-

- $end to be. I have too niuch respect for

. him for that. Bui I wonder if, on re-

- flection, the Senator from Ohio would

i not agreé with me that $20,000 is not

- n gheat deal of money ‘today, when we

- “ssk_a man to devote full time to such
“.an Important job as this would be.

. I think ‘we would be accomplishing

“."the job at very low ¢ost 1 we could

“’ . get good people. I do not think we

= xonld ever be able adequately to pay

60

{ssfori " iinder our system. We
hotulld obtain people who have a sehse
of dedication and devotion and who
.+ would be willing to work for $20,000 a
... year, I state my judgment. Even if we
-1 snould pay the salaries set forth in the
©. Dbill' T do not think we would be paying
them anywhere near what they would
 be worth. ' ' S
- -Therefore I do not believe the money
~pont 1s a serious block to favorable con-
“.gideration of this proposal.
-1 would put the question of expenses in
“the same category. These questions scem
e small when compared with what we
gpempging to do in so many afeas in
h the likelihood of success is not
1y so gPeat as it fs in this area. .
. MUNDT, Mr. President, I would
ike to congratulate the distinguished
Senator from Connecticut on a very pro-
7 found and persuasive address and argu-
“ment on a vitally important bill. I think
“Senator recognizes that what he
has been discussing, and what the pro-
. posed Freédom Commission would attack,
- f3the crux of the problem in the free
“world today. What are we as free men
going to be able to do effectively, short
of war, to preserve peacé atid to preserve
ireedom? o
8o we are dealing tonight with a sub-
ject of great significance. We have an
- 6pportunity, at long last—late in the ses-
‘gion to be suré, but not too Jate—for this
Congress to distinguish ftself by taking
o great forward step in the successful
waging of the cold war. T
T am happy that the majority leader
dicated the corifidence which the
uished Senator from Connécticut
“expressed to him last Friday when
"gaid that we weré ceftain that he
would bring the bill up for & vote in this
jession of the Congress. He has done so.
onight we shall vote. 'Tonight the Sen-
ate will have an opportunity to express
: , as it should, on this vitally impor-
subject. -
-The great Senate Committee on the
~Judiciary, in making its report on the
.subject, said on page 13 of the report:
¢ committee condlders thls bill to be
of the most imporfant evef Introduced
Mr. President, that is a pretty super-

ive phrase, a very strong phrase.

and
‘W

'For Releas

ifled pedple for service on such &

Congress has been meeting for a long, -
Iohg while in the history of this country.
But Congress has néver met under the
threat of a more urgent and virulent
danger than it meets tonight on the
verge of its adjournment, in an era when
communism is running rampant in so
many areas of the world. I do not
really believe that the argument is
whether the members of the commission
should receive $20,000 or $25,000 or $35,-
000, or whether the bill should be con-
sidered by this committee or that
committee or some other committee.

One of the criticisms the Communists
wage against free men is that democracy
does not seem to be able to operate fast
enough to meet a challenge on time, I
hope the Senate tonight will not do any-
thing to verify that kind of scurrilous
attack upon the machinery of democ-
racy.

I serve as the ranking Republican
member of a committee headed by the
distinguished Senator from Washing-
ton IMr. Jackson], which is studying
the machinery of the cold war. A great
many witnesses have appeared before us.
We have a very talented staff. We have
been trying to determine what recom-
mendation should be made and what
changes should be made so that the ad-
ministrative agencies of the Government
in this cold war, can act more expedi-
tiously, efficiently, and effectively to
meet the challenges.

It is a. proper exercise for Congress
to undertake. However, if we bog down
at this late hour by demonstrating that
we lack, as a legislative body, the cold
war machinery to act promptly to meet
the challenge, if we thwart ourselves
by having the bill shunted aside to an-
other committee, to die a still death,
while Congress adjourns, we will be
guilty of the kind of inactivity in the leg-
islature that we have created a com-
mittee to study and to criticize and to
correct in the executive branch of the
Government. We would in fact be exer-
cising the errors that we established a
committee to correct, if they exist, in
the executive department.

. I was greatly impressed by-the closing

comments of the distingiiished Senator
from Connecticut [Mr, Doopl, when he
made three irrefutable points.

First is this legislation sensible? Cer~
tainly it is sensible to try to establish,
through this form of commission, the
machinery for properly training in.the
arts and skills and sciences of the cold
war the people who represent America
abroad. Certainly it is sensible to spend
this pittance, when $40 billion, half of
the national budget, is being devoted to
trying to do something effective to pro-
tect ourselves against Communism,

Certainly it is sensible to try a new
idea. I hope that people are not afraid
of new ideas. I believe that on occasion
we must try something different, and I
think we have reached that time, We
have been spending money. We have
beenn building armaments. We have

_been working in the area of mutual se-

curity, national defense, and missilery,
and_ we are contihuing to do all that.
However, we have not been getting our
quéta of manpower and training and
knowledge and know-how in order to
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shooting war.

It comes as no surprise to me that
the bill has attracted support from every
section of our American citizens. The
Senator from Connecticut has correctly
said that it is neither a Republican nor
a Democratic bill; it is an American
bill.

Its sponsors are from both parties. It
is a bill which is not the creature of any
segment of our economy. I have been

‘interested by the list of witnesses who

appeared before the committee. There
is a long list of witnesses. The witnesses
represent labor, industry, business, and
the professions. They represent a great
eross section of support for legislation of
this type.

David Sarnoft, who has done as much
as any other American to help activate
machinery in the cold war, is one of the
eloguent witnesses in support of the pro-
posed legislation,: and his testimony ap-
pears at page 39 of the hearings,

Andrew J. Biemiller, former Member
of Congress from Wisconsin, with whom
1 served in the House of Representatives,
speaks in favor of the bill at page 56.
He speaks as an acknowledged, author-
ized representative of the AFL-CIO,
whose endorsement he is authorized to
present as a part of his testimony, ab
page 56. .

Then there is the testimony of Mr.
Jackson. He has already been alluded
to, as has the testimony of Arthur G.
McDowell, another prominent leader of
organized labor.

So it goes, in and out of Congress,

I have in my hand an article written
by David Sarnoff entitled *“Turn the Cold
War Tide in America's Favor.” We all
want to do that. We want to do it
whether we have & commission which
pays $20,000 to its members, or $25,000,
or any other sum. We want to turn the
tide of the cold war in America’s favor,
to avert a hot war. :

Tt was printed as a feature article in
Life magazine, which supporfed such a
proposal long before this bill was intro-
duced, and which has been advocating

-the establishment of a West Point of the

Cold War, as it refers to a commission
or academy of this type.

For the information of the Senate, I
ask unanimous consent that the article
may be printed in the Recorp at this.
point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

TURN THE Cotnd WaR TIDE IN AMERICA’S

FAVOR
(By David Sarnoff)

The unfolding American debate on na-
tional purpose carries the disquieting im-
plication that our traditional purposes,
though they served the Nation well in the
past, have somehow been outmoded if not
wholly invalidated. 'This I do not believe
to be true. I am convinced, on the con-
trary, that these time-tested purposes, root-
ed in the Nation’s whole history, are more
compelling than ever before. More, they
are indispensable in enabling the United
States to meet the paramount challenge of
this epoch: the struggle between commu-
nism and freedom. ' If revitalized, redefined
for our times and translated into great
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d%slons. they could turn the tide of con-
flict in our faver. e o
The need now, as I see it, i not for
tallor-made pew purposes but for a re-
newed understanding and dedication to old
iy —ralsed to a dimension adequate
for this fateful period. The need is for
firm and’ inspiring positions commensurate
with the lmmense perils facing our country
_‘and the human race,
The Communists, whatever their tactics
In & given period, have never deviated from
their purpose, It has been openly proclaim-
ed from Lenin’s day down to Khrushchev’s
and Mao Tse-tung's. It is, In the words of
the official Maoscow magazine Kommunist,
“linplacable struggle” looking to “the in-
evitable end of capitalism and the total
triumph of communism.” Such a challenge
can be met and frustrated only with a pur-
pose of equal scope. o
MOUNT. A PQLITICAL COUNTEBSTRATEGY A5
. M4SSIVE AS THE ENEMY'S
- Flve years ago'I submitted a memorandum
* to the White House sketching a program for
a political offensive against world commu-
nism. “For Moscow,” it sald, “the real alter-
native to a nuclear showdown 1s not peace
but political-psychological warefare of a
‘magnitude to weaken, demoralize, chip away
and ultimately take over what remains of
. ‘the free world.” The memorandum therefore
_urged that we renounce all delusions of easy
,8dlutions and compromises; that instead we
mount a political counterstrategy as massive,

- a8 Intensive, and as clear about its ultimate.

goals as the strategy of the enemy himself,
* Bvents in the intervening years and in-
tensified Communist pressures today have, if
anything, fortifled this point of view. The
essence of my proposed program, for which I,
~clalm no originality, was—and still is—an
unequivocal decision o fight the so-called
cold war with a will and on a scalé for com-
plete victory. .
The decision would have to be communi-
cated to the entire world as boldly and ener-
getically as the Communists communicate
thelr intentiong. Qur message to human-
kind must be that America has decided, irre-
vocably, to win the cold war and thereby to
. obneel out the destructive power of Soviet-
© based communism. A national commitmendt

of this scope, I submit, would be consistent

with American instincts and experience, a
restatement of historic purposes in contem-
porary terms. ' L
~ “The nature of those purposes has been
sufficiently defined by the editors in the in-
troductory article to this series. It is explicit
in basic American documents, beginning with,
the Declaration_of Independence, of which
Thomag Jefferson could say, “We are acting
for all mankind,” L .
It is . implicit in the widespread asser-
tion—presented by some as an accusation—
“that our foreign policies have been “idealis~
~tic.,”  Through the generations Americans
haye always thought of themselves as being
.in the vanguard of freedom. They cherished
the image of their country as the citadel of
democracy and morality and a lving defl-
antce to depotism anywhere.
The Rockefeller Bros. Fund report on U.S,
foreign policy—prepared by a panel of which
"I was a .member and published last year—
.put it this way: “The United States at its
best has always seen its national life ag an
experiment 1h liberty * * * [Americans]
-haye. known that the hopes of the world
“awere, 1n some measure, bound up with their
sucécess, * * * ‘Whenever [the ited
States] has wielded effective power in the
world, its ideals and its moral gonvigilons
‘have played a& vitel part in its decislons.
Whenever, on the contrary, the United States
has tried to act without moral conviction,

or in ways ‘that went counter to its basic

" beliefs it has found Ttself Inhibited and has
ultimately had to rechart its course. ¥ * *

- stitutes?

United
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Idens and ideals are thus to the United

States an. esse,n,,tlal/ glement of reality.”

WHY THE SHRINKING FROM LOFTY GOALS IN
FAVOR OF THE SAFE, THE COMPROMISING?

This 1s why expediency and appeasement,
solutions that condemn other peoples to en-
slavement, failure to react to international
crimes, violate the deepest instincts of the
American people. - Why is there such a per=
vasive skepticism about our historic pur-
poses and such a widespread search for sub-
Why the shrinking from lofty
goals for all mankind in favor of the safe,
the compromising, or mere survival?

The easy answer—that it is all due to the
advent of terrible new weapons—will hardly
do. The calendar refutes it: The retreat
began before those weapons were forged and
grew more panlcky during the time when
America had a monopoly on the atom bomb.
It was precisely in the years before Soviet

~ Russla produced the bomb that communism

scored 1ts greatest gains, and it did so almost
‘always by the default of the free world.
The Soviet advantages were not military and
technological but political and psychological.

The true answer, as I see it, is.related to
the ever-rising costs of idealism in terms of
the sacrifices and the hazards involved.
The trouble is not that the older purposes
have become irrelevant but that they have
become too relevant. I mean that the time
when America could serve passively as an
example or inspiration to other nations has
run out. Today, professions of principle
have serlous consequences: they must be
Implemented in policy and actien. To say
it in slang, the time has come to put up or
shut up.

Al far as the contest with communism 1s
concerned we had “shut up,” quite literally.
We had curbed our tongues for fear of of-
fending the delicate sensibilities of those
who daily offend us. Few democratic lead-
ers dare to speak as uninhibitedly about the
coming doom of the Communist empire as
Khrushchev and Mao Tse-tung regularly
speak about our impending doom. Our op-
ponents defy, denounce and challenge, while
we plead and propitiate. We have left the
vocabularly of confidence and victory to the
other side, contenting ourselves with such
solacing and temporizing words as accom-
modations, modus vivendl, relaxed tensions
and coexlstence.

This semantic timidity, of course, is merely
a symptom and a minor one. The all-encom-
passing malady is a loss of nerve, marked by
depleted self-esteem and purpose. It has
impelled us, whenever we have been faced
with a choice of interpretatlions on some as-
pect of the Communist affliction, to choose
the more agreeable one, the one more con-

- ducive to complacency and less ltkely to tax
“our courage.

With rare exceptions the
choice has turned out to be the wrong and
often the disastrous one, regardless of the
political parties in power in this country
and in the free world. B

Thus in the 1930's we eagerly found assur=-
ance in Stalin’s talk about “sociallsm in one
country.” Later we relaxed in the cozy con-
viction that the Chinese Communists were
simply “agrarian reformers.” We prefer to
believe In the “evolution” of communism,
though there has not been the slightest revi-
sion of ultimate Communist goals, We seek
& comforting answer to our prayers in ten-
sions between Moscow and Peking, though
these are strictly within the framework of
their unshakable alliance against the West,
no moré significant than Anglo-American
tension within our alliance,

A familiar gambit is to list communism as
just one item in a long inventory of prob-
lems. But if the Sino-Soviet bloc wins world
dominion, the other problems will cease
to'matter: they will have been solved for the
free ‘world in aboug the way that death
solves all bodily iils,

N
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In the debate on National Purpose we find
at least one area of virtually unanimous
agreement. It is that sheer survival, in the
elementary physical sense, is not enough. A
nation which thinks and acts exclusively for
self-preservation cannot, in the present-day
world preserve itself. The posture, even if it
were desired and desirable, has been turned
into an anachronism by the surge of science
and technology. The world has become too
small for physical, economic or political iso-
lationism. The polarization of forces duel-
ing for supremacy has gone too far to permit
the survival of an island of humanism in a
sea of dehumanized totalltarlanism. No sin-
gle nation can survive unless the civilization
of which it is part survives.

Our civilization, too, cannot remain iso-
lated, confined to a delimited segment of the
earth and indifferent to the humanity be-
yond those limits. The world cannot be
frozen in its present patterns. In this period
of great flux and of intermeshed revolutions,
static, and passive arrangements are doomed
to disruption. If the area of freedom is not
expanded, then assuredly it will continue to
contract.

Despite this, “survival of the free world”—
side by side with an unfree world—has been
and remsains the maximum goal of Western
diplomacy. Not the weakening and eventual
defeat of communism but a lasting accom-
modation seems to mark the farthest reach
of hope. It is scarcely a vislon to inspire
confidence or zeal, and Iin any case it is
utterly utopian, because two parties are
needed to make an accommodation,

The best analysis of Communist strategy
that I know is in a recent book called “Pro-
tracted Conflict,” by Dr. Robert Strausz-Hupé
of the University of Pennsylvania and three
associates. The book’s title is a phrase used
by Mao Tse-tung. The Communist plan, say
the authors, is protracted in time and space
and in the limitless variety of its techniques
and weapons, and the weapons can even in-
clude “the final and total knockout punch.”
Short of surrender, the authors see for our
world no alternative but a many-sided, con=
tinuous, long-range counteroffensive,

Such a policy would reject all illusions of
an enduring truce, let alone a negotiated di-
vision of the globe. The historic contest will
be with us for a long, long time. We may
delay, maneuver, bargaln and compromise,
but it will be so much flailing of water unless
&1l such moves become for us—as they have
always been for the enemy—calculated hold-
ing actions geared to long-range objectives,
means not ends, tactics not strategy.

RISK‘S AND SACRIFICES CANNOT BE EVADED BY
PIECEMEAL SURRENDERS .

Whatever we do or fail to do in the years
and decades ahead, we shall be forced to take
great risks and make great sacrifices. These
cannot be evaded even by plecemeal sur-
renders. In fact, if Americans and other
free peoples are to understand and accept
these costs and exertions, there must be some
rational relation between the magnitude of
the goal and the magnitude of the burdens it
imposes.

This means that in the conflict with com-=
munisin we must become the dynamic chal-
lenger rather than remain the inert target of
challenge. Only then can freedom regain
the initiative. Omnly then will we have a
global goal to match that of communism,
and the incentive to apply the full weight of
our bralns, energies and resources to its
achievement. The great decision, once made
and communicated to all concerned, will dic-
tate its appropriate program of policy and
action, The strategy will shape the necessary
tactics.

Even the things we are now doing and
must continue to do will become more rele-
vant and more effective when geared to
& conscious ultimate goal, Military and
economic ald to our allies, to underde-

ek




Approved For Re

i

igre
‘yeloped areas and to neutral mations will

“f{ye 'program. " Propaganda, cultural ex-
‘ehanges, diplomatic moves, summit meet-
“ings will all acquire for uUs—as they always
‘have’ for fhe Communists—dimensions of
~purpose beyond their lmited immediate ef-
-Tects, ' SRR

‘“ehy technodloglcal stature, ‘America’s para-
‘ ‘'motn} problem appeared to be the struggle
i for mien’s minds. Today it'is dangerous to
" - poncéntrate on any one facet of the con-
i+ piet, I think of the image in terms of a
‘table with four legs, milftary, politlcal, eco-
-momie, and psychological. The significance
of_the last three is self-evident, since they
relate to activities short of dll-out war. Bub
the military leg must not be underrated.
The preseiit approximate Balance of terror
esents 4 false appedranceé of stabllity, But
1 may be upset. And if we relax in this area
-1t will be upset.” The eneiny Is constantly
" probing out vitality and resolution.” Any one
.“.iof. these probes may lead to the brink of
_war and possibly to war itself. No matbter
‘- how oftén ‘we Tepeat that War is unthink-
"% igble 1t remains possible, War may be
" douched oft by accident, or it may come be-
‘gausé the Conmimunist high command con-

]

total knockout punch.” The mainténance
o adequate military power, both offensive
and defensive, Is therefore of paramount im-
portance. Whether it 18 eVer used or not,
moréovér, 1t Is the indispensable shield for

T -eonflict, .

PBED “AGAINST U8

raisal of preésent efforts. It would dim to
‘selze the initiatlve in eyery possible arena of
competition. - Not mierely the expansion of
presént projécts and the additlon of new
phes wotild be considered but how to glve
éheh of th ear role wi
work of the overall objective,

Tt. would not rejéct’ courses of actlon
imply ‘because they are "unconventlional.
e would no longer disdaln to use against

%

" Haying finally acknowledged that the
riggle is decisive and therefore ds real as
“real” war, we would not hesitate to fight
e with fire.” o

Amerlcan ingenuity would be called upon

wenknesses_and vulnerabiifties’in"the Com-
nuniss world, to kéep the eneriy constantly

balaice, to impose upoh him problems
‘cotiniteract crises of his making. By all the

$he loudspeakérs of events, we would aim
fo saturate the Communis{ world with re-

ﬁemo'fyg "of human dignity, the hatred of
4nfustice, thé hope of liberation arid the
courdge needed for resistance.

'Déhates in ‘the Unitéd Nations and at
d@lplomatic éonferencés wotld be niade sound-
Ang boards for our views as well as for theirs.
No allusion to “colonialismi” would be per-
Taltted to pass Withot
Imelfght on”Red imperialism and on the
‘principles’ of ‘self-determindtion. ) )
T /iThits the Communist world, rather than

[2)
principal battlefield of idéological and politi-
¢4l ¢onflict.” 'The immunity thelr world has
o' long enfoyed would be shattered.

‘A blII to establish a Freedom Academy for
iraining “cold-war specialists—what "a” Life
editorfal called a political” Weést Point—is
- ‘before Congress, ~Whatever the Terifs of

leas

#ase “to .be hit-or-miss - improvisations, .
IThey Will be integral elements of an affirma- "

- Before the Soviet Union attalried its pres--

glders itself réady to deliver the “final and

~Bll_other types of action i the protracted
FHE ENEMY EGMY OF THE WHAPONS'
y for victory In the ‘cold war

a clear role within the frame-

he ¢ mly’ gothe of the wedpons used against
in

$o evolve devices and techniqiiés to exploit

And crises Instead of alWways waiting to

imstruments of communication and through

witnders that we intend to Keep 'alive the

‘without our throwihg the’

ury, Wwould tend incréasingly to become the’

gemerits of this partictlar bill, it {s'In’ line

s s oot oy

with a commitment to victory. Varlous pro-
posals have been made for setting up a
liberatlon force, & ~volunteer formation
drawn largely from among refugees from
captives nations and ready to serve 1n emer-
gencles. That, too, 1s In line with a strategy
for victory. Official and private agencles of
other kinds would be generated by focused

" strategle thinking in offensive rather than
_defensive terms.
Cabinet rank could and should be estab-

And & new department of

lished to plan and coordinate all cold-war
activities,

. WE WOULD HAVE Tb .EMBRACE THE GRIM BUT

INSPIRTNG. REALITIES OF OUR EPOCH

Certainly this new approach would call
for substantial sacrifices in material terms,
But the notlon that it weould require a deep
cut in American lving standards under-
estimates the wealth and productive genius
of our country. The more demanding sdc-
rifices, indeed, would be in the psychological
and moral domains, Our people, in short,
would have to renounce complacency, eu-
phoria, and illusion; they would have to
embrace the grim buti inspiring realities of
our epoch.

The ultimate rise of & world order under
law 1s dictated by the logic of devastating
weaponry, the conquest of space, and modern
communications. What remains to be set-
tled is whether it will be an order rooted in
freedom or in universal tyranny. .

I do not doubt that we have what it takes
to assure that it will be an order that we
may cherish. The Western concepts of open
societies, of llberty under law, of govern-

- ment by the consent of the governed, of the

supremacy of the individual rather than the
State—these are far closer t0 the natural

_ aspirations of man than the anthill concepts

of communism. In any equal propaganda
contest, what these Western concepts have
brought in human well-being will become
obvious and irresistible to the majority of
mankind, : i

In my 1955 memorandum to the White
House I wrote: “Once that decision is made,
some of the means for implementing it will
becorié self-eévident; others will be explored
and developed under the impetus of a clear-
cut goal. Agreement on the problem must
come bhefore agreement on the solution.”
But Abraham Lincoln said it better a cen-
tury ago: “Determine that the thing can
and shall be done, and then we shall find
the way.”

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. freéidéht, thé“pro'-
posed legislation would fill the most glar-

ing gap in our whole cold war technique,

and would provide a basis and the ma-
chinery and the manpower to train those
who represent America abroad in the
business that they are sent to do, effec-
tively to promote America’s interest in
the cold war.

We would not send a soldier to fight
a battle ill prepared and untrained, with-
out any concept of what his job was.
Still, we send.all over the world to rép-
resent us people from the bureaus and
agencies of various institutions of the
Government who are skilled in their
particular pursuits, but who have never
had an opportunity to be trained in the
machinations of communism, and what
it actually means, and what they can

. expect as they find Communist opera-
tives all over these areas of the world.

- “We wonder why, In spite of our ex-
penditures and our sacrifices, victories
come all too infrequently for our side
in the cold war.

" The proposed legislation has excited

the Imagination and attracted the sup-
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August 30
port of many writers and editorial.ﬁts
and commentators. I hold in my hand
a very recent endorsement published in
the San Diego Union of Sunday, August
21, 1960. It is entitled “The Anatomy of
Cold War.” The subhead reads: “Only
by knowing communism, its goals and
tactics, can Americans avert congquest
by infiltration.”

Does anyone dispute that? Does any-
one believe that we can win these wars
by not understanding communism, by
not heing trained in how communism
operates and what it proposes to do?
Can anyone here tonight point to any
place in America where one can go to
get that education, that training, and
that background?

Where can the young career officer
go—for example, the agricultural atta-
ché who is heading for Pakistan? Where
will he go to learn? Not about agricul-
ture; he knows that. He has attended
the State college. He has been an ex-
tension agent. He knows about agricul-
ture. He goes to Pakistan as an agri-
cultural attaché because he is a soldier
in the cold war. Where will he learn
the major lesson? Where will he learn
about communism? Where will he learn
about what the Communists plan in that
particular area of the world? Where
will he learn to fortify himself, equip
himself, and train himself, so that he can
be an effective leader in the cold war?
Tt is not enough that he goes to Pakistan
to teach something about agriculture.
We squander pretty much the cost of
sending people overseas until and unless
they are fully trained to do the job. The
bill provides that opportunity. That is
why the proposed legislation has at-
tracted bipartisan support and national
acclaim from every walk of life.

Americans feel that time is late al-
ready to train people in government to
do the job in the cold war that they are
supposed to do.

Someone will say, “Let us send it to
another committee. Let it die. We will
be back in another 4 months. Then
hearings can be held.”

That will be 6 months. - Then it can
find a place on the calendar, and that
How do we know
Khrushchev will wait? What will the
Communists be doing in the meantime?
How much longer can we delay becom-
ing equipped to ficht a war which is
raging white hot now? Every day we
delay increases the danger. Every week
we delay increases the cost. Every
month we delay increases the probability
of a hot war, unless we successfully con-
clude victories in the cold war.

“The Anatomy of Cold War,” pub-
lished by objective writers in the San
Diego Union, is a most persuasive argu~
ment for the legislation which I hope
the Senate will adopt with unanimity
tonight. It lists specifically the weak-
nesses in our present approach. It bills
persuasively the arguments for doing
something effective to remove those
weaknesses now.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the entire article be printed at
this point in my remarks.
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‘phrase.

There bemg no ob; ction 'the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows.

NATQM: or “Gotp Wm )

(Only by knowing communism, lts goals
and tackics, cani Americans avert conguest
by infiltration.)

The. cold waF is more than a political
It's a reality, and potentially de-
elsive skirmishes are being fought right now,
toddy, this moment. Tt's as close as a short
Jet run, measured in geographic terms. Cuba
is only 90 miles from the United Btates.
Since the admission of Alaska, the Soviet
Union itself is Jess than 50 miles from our
own borders, OYer the pole by subsonic jet,
Moscow is 7 hours to I\‘Fw York or Detrolt.
San’ Francisco 1s 30 miinutes’ migsile time
from Kamchatka Peninsula. San Diego is 20

_minutes from a missile-bearing submarine

500 miles at sea.

But the important characteristic of the
cold war 1s not the physical threat, great as
that may be.

-~ What is important is that this war could
be won without a single shot. It could be

- won by encirclement—to the point where the

United States 1s helpless, It could be won
by nibbling at our own strength and that

_of our allies—to the point where we and they

are exhausted. It could be won by the in-
visible softening attack—to the point where
an éntire nation 1s brainwashed into beliey-
ing dsurrender 18 proper and regimentation 1s
OO

. The maps on the first page [not printed
in REcorp], and this have been prepared to
emphasize the scope and significance of

- Communist victories and inroads around the

world in relation to our gwn land,. A cabinet
shekeup In Afrlca, a general riot in any

country along the Mediterranean, an up-’

swing in Communist activity in Rio or
Buenos Alres 1s an alarm signal that Ameri-

cons cannot ignore.

But, again, the Communist threat, like

. disease, knows no international bounda.ries )
It can—and Is Intended to—take its toll from

within, "Within." means “thhin the United
States a3 well as within our alllances.” .

Three, facts are vital to understanding
Communist strafegy. If you don't recognize
them, much that happens in today’s world
will appear all but inexplicable.

Fact No. 1 18 the nature of the Communist’s

prime target. It is not any geographical area.
It is the human mind. Communist dogma
acKknowledges that the only lasting congquest
is the conquest of the human spirit. If you
conquer & man’s spirit, you don’t have to

+ fight with him physically.

Fact No, 2 1s the nature of the Communists’®
political tactics, Perhaps of all the things
about the ¢old war, this is the most difficuit
for the average American’ to_realize, for most
of us have been rearéd in 2 climage of Anglo-

Sazon and Roman law, melded with Ameri-’
' can frontier and British Victorian cancepts

of fairness, “playing the game.” The Com-
munist does not achleve his objectives by
norinal partisan politics. No Marxist belleves
in nor agcepts open debate and free eléctions.
When the Communist pays lipservice to
democracy and ‘‘people’s republics,” he is in-
dulging in an Ironlc twist of words. Com-
munist dogma has no abiding faith in the
people. It states repéatedly that a “prole-
tarian” elite myust make declsions for the
people. What Americans and western allles
understand as, congtitutional and democratic
prooesses arée rcgarded by the C'ommunlst as
gallstic, |
bealism 18] permﬁting a display purporting

"to be a popular choice only after the election,

the cabinet charge, the court ruling has been.
rigged. The Communist only bets on a sure

‘thing, ‘and his tactics are designed to bring

that sme ‘thing about Method doesn’t

matter,
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Fact No. 3 18 the ‘nature of Communist
timing. The Communists are playing for
keeps, and they are willing to take as much
time as necessary, fluctuating with the im-

- mediate times wheneyer it is expedient,

They have alternated between talk of peace
and war since the end of World War II, de-
pending upon what best sulted the long-
range Communist objective—complete dom-
ination of the earth. In fact, the only area
in the world today that is not a war zone,
from a Communist viewpolint, is Soviet Rus-
sla and her satellites, This area covering
one-sixth of the earth S land mass is already
under Communist control.

Related to this fact of a "protracted strug-
gle” is the very nature of democratic proc-
esses. Free cholce through free institutions
after free discussion can function properly
only in a climate of order. The Communists
recognize this and go to practically any

lengths to malntain a worldwide climate of

disorder, violence, and unrest.

This helps e iplain their jamming of allled
broadcasts, their demonstrations in Caracas,
Tokyo, and Léopoldville, their barrage of
publications into unsettled areas llke Latin
America, southeast Asla, and Africa.

"Mao Tse-tung, ruler of Communist China,
15 fond of quoting an ancient Chinese mili~
tarist, Sun Tzu, who Uived in 500 B.C. Sun
wrote: “To fight and conquer in all your
battles 18 not supreme excellence; supreme
excellence consists in breaking the enemy’s
resistance without fighting.” Mao, in his
own “Strategic Problems of China’s Revolu-
tionary War,” quotes Sun again: “Avoid the
enemy when he 1Is full of dash, and strike
him when he withdraws exhausted.” But
perhaps the most pointed is this one, quoted
by Mao: ‘“Make a noise in the East, but strike
in the West.”

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, one of
the great things about our country is
that ideas have a habit of popping up
all over and finally finding their way to
Washington ‘and getting people to em-
brace them, understand them, endorse
them, and advocate them. One of the
men who originated this concept of a
Freedom Commission and a Freedom
Academy is Allen Grant, of Orlando,
Fla. He made a most persuasive wit-
ness before the committee, He has
worked long with Representative HEer-
Long, of Florida, Representative Jupp,
of Minnesota, and other Members of the
House who have done Trojan work in this
connection; men who, I know, tomor-
row will pick up the cudgels and try to
Iinduce the House to suspend the rules,
as it can tomorrow, to pass the bill, as
I hope it will, and send the bill to the
President’s desk, where I am confident
he will sign it, because all Americans
want the cold war to be won.

In giving his reasons for favoring the
proposed legislation, Mr. Grant testifled
for the bill more than a year ago, on
July 17,18, and 19, 1959.

" This is not a new proposal. It is not
something which has suddenly been
dropped on the Senhate. This is a bill
which was introduced in April 1959,
Voluminous hearings have been held, and
mugh discussion has taken place. It has
been on the Sénate Calendar for a long
while. We were hopeful that it would be
enacted before the recess of Congress for
the political conventions. We were hope-
ful it would be one of the first items of
business to occupy our time during this
resumed session. However, we are grate-
ful that it is before the Senatg today.

5
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However, it is not new; it is not un-
expected. If there was any question,
such as the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Youncl raised, about jurisdiction, that
question comes 18 months too late, Cer-
tainly we need to move more rapidly than
that if we expect to win the cold war,
than to wait for 18 months and many
days; and then, when it is too late for
Senate consideration by any committee,
suggest that it be killed by cubbyholing
it in another committee a day or two be-
fore the adJournment of Congress sine

\

die.

I was about to mention Mr, Grant and
his small - group of Orlando public-
minded, public-spirited citizens, most of
them, I suppose—probably all of them—
Democrats, who met and decided that
it was time, at least in that little com-
munity, to try to develop a program
which would enable the people of Or-
lando, as they put it, to know their
enemy. So they organized a committee
of “know your enemy” speakers.

Mr. Grant said: *

This committee believed that as an abso-
lute minimum our high school senlors should
be given a broad survey course on world
communism (in addition to courses in Amer-
ican history and civic courses ‘to show the
advantages of an open soclety) so they could
understand something of the frightful chal-
lenge—political, sclentific, economic, and
military—facing thelr Nation, and as a result
would better understand the unique obliga=
tlons of American cltizenship. Our commit-
tee soon learned our high school teachers
were not prepared to glve such a course, and
it was up to us if anything was to be done.

Mr. President, that is not the fault of
the high school teacher. Exceptin a few
highly to be congratulated institutions
of upper learning in this country, there
is no place to which teachers can go to
learn the facts about communism which.
they are expected to teach to the chil-
dren in the classrooms. Except for a
few institutions of higher learning, there

-is no place to which anyone can go to

get this kind of information first hand,
authoritatively packaged and prepared,
ready for people to understand, ready
for them to absorb, ready for them to
take out and put into practice as willing
soldiers of the cold war. I mention that
because, it seems to me, that out of that
experience comes a situation of great
significance.

Last week in Detroit, addressing the
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Allen W.
Dulles, Director of the U.S. Central In-~
telligence Agency, spoke most eloquently
about the need for the type of program
of which the Senator from Connecticut
[Mr. Dobpl has spoken so effectively to-
night, and which would be made avail-
able by the bill now before the Senate.

I quote a few paragraphs from the
remarkable address delivered by My,
Dulles on that occasion. He said: ’

‘We need far and wide in this country more
education on the whole history of the Com-
munist movement.

In our schools and colleges we can filnd
many courses in ancient history, in philos-
ophy, courses on the great movements of the
past, the conquests of anclent times from -
Alexander the Great to Napoleon, Courses
on Communist theory and practices are few
and far between.,

.
N
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The bill before the Senate moves in
ethe direction of preparing people to
“ teach courses of that type. Mr. Dulles

" states that in a few higher institutions

.. such courses are available, but he
Lo continueS' v
By and large, however, in our educationa.l

'mstltutions, except in the gra,duate field or
. 1n speclalized schools and’ seminars, these
.. gubjects are hot generally taught.
L7'1. have reviewed the currigulums of many
"7 bf our vniversitiés and colieges nnd, despite
] considerable advance in . recent “years, our
:students are not yet afforded a broad op-
< portunity to gain the essential background
i knowledge of Communist history and poliey.
‘iAnd we should start this éducation in our
ST secondary schools

" 'That is another authontatwe vo1ce,
! ‘the voice of the head of the Central
. Intéllizence Agency, echoing the lament
" of the people of Orlando, that there is
nd place where teachers can go to learn
“the facts that Allen Dulles wants to

‘ make available to the children in the
" ‘high schools. Indeed, we are Iate in
. starting such an operatlon

W0 Mr, President, I commend to all a
7 reading of the entire speech by Mr.

% “Allen, Dulles. It begins on page A6352
. .of the unhound CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

o ,;for Aygust 23,

"1n concluding what I have to say
. _about this matter at this t1me, Tlet me
“:.point out the tremendous disadvantage
2 Which we Americans undergo bécause of
L iour failuyre to have available to us now
.:“‘the mechanisms provided by this
;méagure, which I have been privileged
to sponsor, along with the distinguished
.- “Benator from Illinois [Mr. DougLasl and
outhe distinguished Senator from New
: Jersey [Mr, Casel.
7 dn this exchange-of-persons pro-
e gram-——the exchange of Russians with
. ~Americans, and back and forth, again—
- we find that when visitors from the

+: Communist countries come to our coun-
¢ 4ry, they come here as agents, many of
““them as agents provocateur. Some of
. .them are spies, but all of them are
-+ agents. All of them are trained in'com-
o omaUnism, understand communism, and
U pelieve in communism; and they are also
I rained in our way of life, after having
- gtudied it for many years, and ‘they know
’Ghe strengths and the Weaknesses of our
way” of life, and come here p,repared to
try to make its weaknesses look larger
‘and its strengths look smaller, and they
.7 ¥ndeavor to do what m1sch1ef they can.

. sAnd when they return home, they are
< ready to meke propavanda attacks of the

.- kind which their experience here would
“1ead them to believe would be the most
effective,

:Mr, KEATING. Mr. Pxes1dent, Will
the’,Sena‘tox from South Dakota y1e1d to
me? ‘
M. MUNDT Tyield.

Mr. KEATING. Anyone who has at-
f&ended an _international conference at
hich, representatwes of the Communist
ouhtries are present understands the
point which the Senator from South
Dakota ismaking. Allof the representa-

traordinarily well prepared to back up
“./the policles enunciated by the Commu-
‘‘nist bloc. They are all exceptionally
: dechcated and of one mmd .

-

important that t
‘youhg people in addition fo American

tives of the Communist eglintries are ex-.

The dxstmguxshed Senator from South

Dakota rightly stresses the need for thor-

ough traxmng apd mdoctnna,tlon on the
part of those teachers who wxll instruct

our young people as to the meaning of

copimunism, xﬁy judgment 1t is very
is be taught to our

history and other key subjects relevant

. to the history and meaning of democracy.

1 do not think enough American history is
presently being taught in our schools. I
believe that in addition the meaning of
communism should be taught in our
schools. This should be done by those
who know the subject well and have been
properly instruected in it, rather than by

pérsonis who have taken it up as a side-

line.

I believe that by presenting this bill to
us, the Senator from South Dakota has
performed an important service.

Mr.. MUNDT. I thank the Senator ‘

from New York for his very profound,
mterestmg, and effective comments.
Certainly what he has said is borne out
hy everyone who has attended an in-
fernational conference at which Com-
munists have been present. The Com-
munists send their best tralned people
there; and every one of them who at-
tends such conferences, whetheér he be
a smiling Mikoyan or a scowling Gro-
myko, goes there knowing full well what
he seeks to do, ‘When the Russian farm-
ers came to this country, I suspect that
some of them had had experience on
farms, but I feel sure that all of them
had had thorough instruction in & train-
ing school in the Lenin Institute, so that

they knew the Communist line, the Com-

munist propaganda approach, the Com-
munist attack on Christianity, and the
Conimunist attack upon capitalism.
They came here prepared, equlpped” and
ready to try to pick flaws in our system
afid to try to advance arguments in be-
ha.lf of the system they represent.
"On the other hand, when Americans
are sent to Russia, whom do we send?
We send good Americans, but not one
of them in a hundred is as well informed
about communism as the most stupid
emissary from Russia is informed about

our way of life before he ever leaves his |

homeland

how can he win, m such a ﬁght" Wlth-
out thorough preparation it is impossible
to win a tennis match or a baseball game
or a ﬁstlcuﬁs mateh, or the contests at
the Olympics which now are being held
in " Rome. 'One can do well only when
he is well equ;pped understanding, and
knowledgeable; "and the Communist
countries take. great pains ‘to send such
well-trained representatives to our coun-
try to represent them. ‘

The pending measure pxov1des for
machinery of that kind—by calling for
the establishment of a Freedom. Com-
mission, which, in turn, will establish a
Freedom Academy, where those who are

.presently in the service of our Govern-
.ment will be trained fo represent us in

the future. They will recejve training
in regard to the things they need to
know in order to be able to fight effec~
tlvely in the cold war and to replesent
us well.
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Mr MANSFIELD Mr, President, a‘&t-r

Augus‘f‘ 30

er consultation with the distinguished

'mmonty leader, the Senafor from INi-

nois [Mr. Dirxsen], I send to the desk a

" proposed Unanimous-consent agreement,

‘and ‘ask particularly that the Senator
from South Dakota IMr. Munprl, the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Dobp],

"and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.

FuLericHT] listen to its reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
proposed agreement will be read.

The proposed agreement was read as
follows:

UNANIMOUS- CONSENT AGREEMENT

Ordered, That eﬂective on Wednesday,
August 31, 1960, at the conclusiont of routine
morning business, durlhg the further con-
sideration of the bill (8. 1689) to create the
Freedom Commission for the development of
the science of counteraction to the world
Communist conspiracy and for the training
and development of leaders in a total politi-
cal war, debate on any amendinent, motion,

“of appeal, éxcept 'a motlon to lay on the

table, shall be limited to one-half hour, to
be equally divided and controlled by the
mover of any such amendment or motion
and the majority leader: Provided, That in
the event the mejority leader is in favor of
any such amendment or motion, the time in
opposition thereto shall be controlled by the
minorify leadér or some Senator deslgnated
by him: Provided further, That no damend-
ment that 1s not germane to the provisions
of the said bill shall be received,

Ordered jfurther, That on the guestion of
the final passage of the sald-bill debate shall
be Iimited to 1 hour, to be equally divided
and controlled, respeetively, by the majority
and minority leaders: Provided, That the
sald leaders, or either of them, may, from
the time under their control on the passage

- of the said bill, allot additional time to any

Senator during the consideration of any
amendment, motion, or appeal.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the proposed agreement?

Mr. MUNDT. Mr, President, reserving
the right to object—and let me say that
I desire to ask some questions, for pur-
poses of clarification—I wish to state,
speaking as one Senator who is vitally
interested in this proposed leglslatlon
that it is my purpose.to cooperate in ev~
ery possible way to expedite the prompt
taking of action on the bill, and I am
very hopeful that we can shorten the
time allowed for its further considera-
tion to such an extent—if that will be
dgreeable to the Senate—that we may be
able to act on this measure tonight, so
that if it is passed tonight by the Sen-
ate—as I hope and as I believe it will
be—the House will have that much ad-
ditional time in which to act on the bill.
That is important, because the House al-
ready is confronted with a crowded
agenda.

Mr. MANSFIELD. We could shorten

‘the time limitation proposed, if that is

desired. But in view of the fact that the
American Bar Association is holding its
annual meeting in this city, quite a num-

ber of Senators are not in'the Chamber

at the moment. So we thought the pro-
posed agreement, as read at the desk,
would be one way to speed up the fur-
ther consideration of the bill and the
taking of action on it.

Mr, MUNDT. At what time Is 1t pro-

posed that the Senate convene tomor-
row? : )
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"‘!ﬁr._MANSFIELb. At10 a.m.; and to-

fifght the Senate will adjourn, for the

benefit of the Seénatol from New York.
" On tomorrow, the House will not con-
veneyntii {2, "7 SRR
My, MUNDT. Will if be agreeable to
have an understanding that this meas-
ure will be the first order of business to=
morrow, following the morming hour?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes, indeed.
- My, MUNDT. What is the likelihood
of its being set aside, for the considera-
tion of other matters, until later tomor-
row afteinoon, perhaps? =~

Mr. MANSFIELD. Aside from a con-

_ ference report during the morning—and

I believe that the chances for that are
very slim—I believe the further consider-

_ation of this bill is likely to be concluded

at noon, at the latest.
. If agreeable, I shall pfopose that the
time available for debate on any amend-
ment, motion, or appeal be 15 minutes,
to be equally divided, and that the time
avallable for debate on the bill itself be
one-half an hour, also to be equally
divided. ~ =~ - ) s
. Mr. MUNDT. “Thal is agreeable to me.

That would be agreeable to me, so far
as time is concerned.

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, am I to
understand the time would be 15 min-

" utes to a side on motions to recommit

or smendments, and then 1 hour a side

on the bill? ’ ‘

. Mr., MANSFIELD. Twenty minutes

on a motion to recommit or amend-

ments, and a half hour on the bill itself.
“Mr. DODD. I do not know how many

Senators want to be heard.

. Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, if the

Senator will yield, I, of course, defer to

the Senator from South Dakota, but it
occurs to me that it would be the feel-
ing of the Senator from South Dakota

“that this is a very brief time on the
hill,. ) )

Mr. MANSFIELD. The shortening of
the time was in consideration of the sug-

“gestion of the Senator -from South

?akota, and the idea was to be coopera~
ive,
“Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, my sug-
gestions were based on the premise that
perhaps we coulld complete action on the
bill tonight. The acting majority leader
geems to be faced with a situation that
a good many Members of the Senate are
away at the American Bar Association.
Therefore, T do not suppose it would make
any difference whether the time might
be a little longer or a little shorter. I
thought if we could consider it tonight
and act, by having a shorter time on it,
Senators could get away earlier. But if
the Senator prefers another fime limis
tation, it is all right with me, H

Mr, MANSFIELD. I prefer the latter;
suggestion, with the proviso that a mo-!
tion to recommit would be confined to

. 20 minutes, with one-half hour on the bill
- itself. In view of the discussions which

haye taken place, I think that time would
be sufficient,. T o

I make that request. C

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? : ‘

Mr. JAVITS. Mr: President, reserving
the right to object, I have no desire to be
heard on thisbill, so Tar as I know, bub if

‘Mo, 146—13"

4 ¢
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ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. GORE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Tennessee yield?

Mr. GORE. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. After consultation
with the minority leader, I announce for
the information of Senators that there
will be no more votes tonight.

& bill 'which is so important is going over
until tomorrow, it seems to be unseemly
to have only 10 minutes on a side. I cer-
tainly hope the majority leader will keep
to his original request.

Mr. MANSFIELD. It Is perfectly all
right. I was doing what the Senator
from South Dakota desired.

Mr. JAVITS. The Senator from South
Dakota said if it were going over until to-
morrow there would be no point in lim-
iting the time to that extent. Ten min-
utes more or less should not make any
difference.

Mr. MUNDT., Mr. President, I sug-
gést that the acting majority leader
make his request.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, Ire-
new the original request.
~ ‘Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, will the
Chair restate the request?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re-
quest was 30 minutes on amendments
and motions, and so forth, and 1 hour on
the bill itself.

Is there objection? _
© Mr. DWORSHAK, Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, is this bill so
important that we must take action
tonight? : :

Mr. MUNDT. Mr., President, I was
hopeful that we couldMtake action to-
night, but I understand the leadership
has problems. Iknow the American Bar
Assoclation is in town.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator from
Idaho is always cooperative.

Mr. MUNDT. Yes, and we hope he is
going to be that way tonight.

I ask the acting majority leader, who
was also at one time a Member of the
House—my memory of the rules of the
Touse is rusty—if in the closing days of -
the session, even though the Senate
acted tomorrow, the House could still
suspend the rules and could act on the
bill on the day it passed the Senate. Is
that correct?

Mr. MANSFIELD. It certainly would
be within the rules of the House to sus-
pend the rules if it saw fit.

Mr. MUNDT. Then we have nothing
to lose by waiting until tomorrow, so I
hope the Senator from Idaho will con-
cur.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr,  President, to
kep the record straight, the House can
suspend the rules in the last 6 days after
a sine die resoclution.

Myr. KEATING. There has not been
any yet.

Mr. MANSFIELD. But it is my un-
derstanding that the House can consider
a bill under. suspension of the rules.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the unanimous-consent re-
quest of the Senator from Montana?
The Chair hears none, and the agree-
ment is entered.

THE MIDDLE EAST

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the past 8
years have been characterized by ex-
treme - tensions in the Middle East,
Armed conflict involving two of our méa-
jor allies erupted over the operation of
the Suez Canal. We ourselves dis~
patched troops to Lebanon in order to
maintain order.

The recent assassination of the Fre-
mier of Jordan is an outgrowth of the
seething turmoil which pervades the
entire area and which continues to con-
stitute a serious threat to peace.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
the Middle East of the Committee on
Foreign Relations, I have watched these
developments with growing concern.
T.ast fall, together with the able junior
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. McGzEl,
I visited the Middle East. We had an
opportunity to talk privately with many
political leaders in the area, including -
Prime Minister Ben-Gurion of Israel and
President Nasser of the United Arab Re-
public. These conversations served to
emphasize the seriousness of the baslc
problems which trouble the area. But
also, Mr, President, from these conver-
sations I concluded that progress, per-
haps very significant, is possible if we
but follow the correct approach. I am
constrained to believe that the junior
Senator from Wyoming reached a similar
conclusion.

I was encouraged that, after lengthy
discussion, both Mr. Ben-Gurion and Mr,
Nasser separately indicated a willing«
ness to negotiate through an intermedi-
ary for the solution of the thorny Pales«
tinian refugee problem. Mr. Ben-Gu-
rion preferred the United States, while
Mr. Nasser felt that use of the United
Nations for this purpose would be more
appropriate, but neither seemed ada-
mant on the identity of the intermedi-
ary. I regarded as highly significant
- the fact that both appeared receptive
* to the idea of negotiations on this one
. problem without making such negotia-
i tions conditional upon an overall settle-
.;mer};t of all the problems of the Middle
iEast.

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. GORE, I yield to my dis-
tinguished friend from Wyoming.

Mr. McGEE. I compliment my col-
league on. the statement he is submitting
here tonight on the very difficult ques~
tion of the refugee problem in the Mid-
dle East; but in particular I think it is
well to underscore for the Senate that
the refugee question is deteriorating, has
been deteriorating now for 10 years, and
in this state of deterioration it has
created an explosive situation in the

e
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT UNTIL
10 AM. TOMORROW

‘Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate adjourns tonight, it adjourn to
meet at 10 o’¢lock tomorrow morning.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? Without objection, it is so
ordered. -
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Near East that goes far beyond the mat~
ter of a quarrel between the Israelis and
the Arabs in that part of the world.

It is so explosive, and the power
balance iIs so delicate, that an explosion
of the kind we read of yesterday in
Jordan may infect the rest of the world
with its consequences. If could even
trigger the much larger explosion we all
fear. For that reason it is no longer
simply a refugee question in an isolated
porticn of the globe, but it is one which
affects all the peoples of the world and
concerns all governments,

The question must now be approached
as one of world-shaking proportions
rather than one of dealing with unfortu-
nate human beings in a narrow part of
the world.

Mr. GORE. T agree with the Senator.
Does the Senator share with me the feel-
ing that this is a dangerous world tinder«
box?

Mr. McGEE. It is dangerous beyond
~ the control of the leaders of any one
government in that area. Whereas it
was viewed as a personal quarrel, it in
fact became much like the dropping of
8 pebble in the lake—the ripples kept
spreading out further and further. As
a result, with the concern of the Soviet
Union in one part of that portion of the
world and the concern of the non-Com-
munist countries in the other part,
there was a delicate balance which could
be easily disturbed and fearfully dis-
rupted, to the point of open warfare of
much greater magnitude than we have
been witnessing between Israel and the
Arabs.

Mr. GORE. I thank my friend.

The Palestinian refugee question Is,

of course, but one of the many problems |

which plague the Middle East, It is a
question upon which the position of both
sides is strongly influenced by emotions.
'To many, it operates as a psychologieal
block to progress on all other issues.
my opinion, it represents the key with
which the door to other solutions may be
unlocked, I am convinced that unless
and until this, one of the great human
tragedies of our time, is satisfactorily
resolved, little progress can be made in
bringing about political stability and
improving economic conditions in the
Middle East. : :

Unless ab least a beginning can be
made at resolving the refugee problem,
we can but anticipate a succession of in-
cidents such as the recent occurrence in
Jordan, increased unrest, the hurling of
charge and countercharge, and the con-
stant danger of the outbreak of armed
hostilities.

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, will my
colleague again yield?

Mr, GORE. Igladly yield.

Mr. McGEE. Speaking for myself, I
think I share the view with the Senator
that the single most important impres-
sion, next to the explosive capability of
that situation, was how much a settle-
ment in that part of the world depended
upon the resolution of the refugee ques-
tion. .
Mr, GORE, Even an approach to a
settlement.

Mr. McGEE. One could not get the
opposing factions to sit down to talk
about water, about the Suez, or about

In

many other difficult questions affecting
boundary lines which concern them, be-
cause there was a psyehological block
whieh stemmed from, the bitterness, the
hatred, and the deterioration resulting
from the entife refugee question.

As the Senator has said so well, it was
our opinion that unless and until the
refugee issue could be removed, we

_could not approach rationally a useful

discussion of the other questions,

Mr. GORE. Ithank the Senator. As
the Senator will recall, it was only after
long negotiation and persuasion that we
obtained the assent of the two leaders to
whom I have referred to negotiate with
an intermediary on the refugee problem
as separate and apart from the eco-
nomie, the political, the geographie, and
the many other questions which per-
meate this troubled area.

Mr. McGEE. I think it was impres-
sive that in these discussions to which
the Senator referred, the political sensi-
tivity on both sides on the question of
the refugees was such that most of the
leaders in those regions dared not ap-
pear to be discussing the problem. It
was very delicate, because it had been
brought home to them in the minds of
the people on both sides. The bias, the

- prejudice, the emotions were so deeply
rooted that this problem has become

what we might call a political hot
potato. Unless the blindness which
passions evoke can be eased, a useful
hegotiation on the other matters cannot
be had, because, in my judgment, it will
not focus upon the problem which, if
solved, has the greatest chance to do
the most good. I refer, of course, to re-
lieving the refugee pressure,

Mr. GORE. We have discussed this -

problem with many people, and we have
seen it with our own eyes.

I reached the conclusion, which T am
sure the distinguished junior Senator
from Wyoming shares, that if the human

" tragedy could be separated from the

other problems and dealt with apart, if
we could obtain an agreement to begin
treating this as an identifiable separate
problem, great progress could be made.

When, separately, Premier Ben-Gurion
and President Nasser acceded to our
earnest entreaty in this regard, I felt
greatly encouraged, and I know my col-
league felt greatly encouraged.

I do not know with what vigor these
discussions were pursued by the State
Department. As the able Senator knows,
our discussions were reported to the State
Department in detail.

As the 86th Congress draws to a close,
and particularly in view of the outbreak
of violence in Jordan, I feel it incumbent
upon me publicly to express my regret
that the administration has not success-
fully prosecuted a program of action de-
signed to break the stalemate and to
bring about a peaceful solution of politi-
cal and economic controversy in this area
which lies at the crossroads of the world.

Mr, President, the stakes in the Middle
East are high, Nowhere is the challenge
to freedom and democracy more acute.
Nowhere are the demands on free world
leadership more exacting.

If the United States is to discharge its
responsibilities for leadership, it must
act in a manner commensurate with the
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task before 1t. Here is a task which de-
mands to the fullest the prestige, the
power, and the influence of the office of
the President of the United States. The
settlement of the controversy in the Mid-
dle East has not been, and cannot be,
successfully accomplished by relegating
it to the category of problems for the
attention of officials at secondary levels
of governmeént. A downgrading of the
problem can but make its solution un-
attainable, .

On August 27, in a message to the
Zionist Organization of America, meet-~
ing in New York City,.Vice President
Nixow stated: .

The tlme has come when we should try
to bring about an overall settlement of the
Palestine question In all its aspects.

I do not argue the question that “the
time has come.” In fact, the need for
leadership and action has been with us
throughout the years of the Eisenhower
administration.

I am genuinely concerned, Mr. Presi-
dent, with the manner in which Vice
President Nixon proposes, if elected, to
bring about the solution, the need for
which he now recognizes as being acute.
I quote from his message, as follows:

For that reason, I intend if elected Presi-
dent to give this problem the highest prior«
ity by assigning primary responsibility for
directing negotiations in this field to & man
who has so magnificently demonstrated at
the United Nations that he 1s one of the
skilled diplomats of our times—my running
mate, Henry Cabot Lodge.

Now, it is not my purpose today, Mr.
President, to belittle or otherwise chare
acterize the abilities of Mr. Lodge in the
fleld of diplomacy. It is to be noted that
he has been an active participant in the
formulation and . implementation of
Middle East policies which have proven
singularly ineffective, He. is identified
with policies which led us to the incon-
gruous position of siding with the Soviet
Union and against Great Britain, France,
?,nd Israel in the United Nations, He
Is a part of a record characterized by
reaction rather than action, by unsuc-
cessful rather than successful policies.

Now, Mr, Lodge’s relative qualifica~
tions for the office he seeks are an ap~
propriate subject for discussion. I
shall, however, reserve that subject for
some other occasion.

Of far greater importance than any
question of Mr. Lodge’s individual abil-
ity as a diplomat is the announcement
of Mr. Nixonw, if elected, as to how he
broposes to discharge the constitutional
responsibilities of the Presidency in the
conduct of U.S. foreign policy, especially,
I should say, in the Middle East.

Under the Constitution, there can be
but one person upon whom rests the
“primary responsibility” for U.S. foreign
policy. That person is not the Vice
President, but the President. All the
world so understands it.

Mr. NIxXoN proposes, if elected, to turn
over to his Vice President the “primary
responsibility” for bringing about a so-
lution to the Palestinian problem.
Whether or not other problems such as
that of Berlin and Germany would also
be turned over to Mr, Lodge, or to some-
one else, is unclear.
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